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HYMN FOR ULSTER 


Lord, in that verdant island 
Afar across the sea, 


Where dwell our homeland brothers 
From galling yoke made free, 
O, be Thou with our people 
Now shadows dark arise; 
Sustain them in their peril, 


Give ear unto their cries. 


Let not the Romish tyrant 
Again his sway impose. 

Give light to Britain’s statesmen, 
Avert the threatened woes. 

In fervent supplication 
To Thee the knee we bend. 

Oh, keep our island kingdom 
United to the end. 


Should evil forces conquer, 
And danger sore prevail, 

O Lord, be with our brethren 
When tyrants would assail : 

Let their right arm be strengthened 
In that menacing hour— 

Their cry still “No surrender!” 
To priest or papal pow’r. 

C. W. Burrorp. 
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EDITORIAL NOTES 


God is a Spirit, and they that worship Him must worship 
Him in spirit and in truth.—John 4: 24. 


We have said somewhere that no one can get any true 
idea of what the Roman Church really is from what we read 
in her theology. It is necessary to have been educated in 
the Church and to have had a personal experience with the 
men who manage her affairs to understand her sophisms. 
(hat the reader may have an idea of the correctness of our 
statement, let us see what her teachings respecting relics and 
images are, and how these teachings are interpreted by 
priests and people. 

In theory the teachings on the subject are as follows: 
‘The practise of employing images as ornaments and memo- 
rials to decorate the temple of the Lord is in a most especial 
manner approved by the word of God Himself. Moses was 
commanded to place two cherubim upon the ark and to set 
up a brazen figure of the fiery serpent that those of the mur- 
muring Israelites who had been bitten might recover from the 
poison of their wounds by looking on the image. In the de- 
scription of Solomon’s temple we read of that prince, not only 
that he made in the oracle two cherubim of olive tree of ten 
ubits in height, but that all the walls of the temple round 
ibout he carved with divers figures and carvings. 

“In the book of Paralipomenon (Chronicles) we observe 
that when David imposed his injunction upon Solomon to real- 
ze his intention of building a home to the Lord, he delivered 

) him a description of the porch and temple, and concluded 
by thus assuring him: All these things came to me written 
by the hand of the Lord, that I may understand the works 
tf the pattern. 
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“The isolated fact that images were not only directed by 
the Almighty God to be placed in the Mosaic tabernacle, and 
in the more sumptuous temple of Jerusalem, but that He 
Himself exhibited the pattern of them, will be alone suffi- 
cient to authorize the practise of the Catholic Church in re- 
gard to a similar observance” (Sacra Hierurgia, pag. 371). 

But most remarkable is the following quotation from the 
same standard work, from which, no doubt, Cardinal Gibbons, 
so adverse to originality, has gathered the material for his 
“Faith of Our Fathers”: 

“Not only are Catholics not exposed to such dangers as 
idolatry, but they are expressly prohibited by the Church 
from believing that there is any divinity or virtue resident 
in images for which they should be reverenced, or that any- 
thing is to be asked of them, or any confidence placed 
in them, but that the honor given should be referred 
to those whom they represent . . . and the pastor who, 
discovered any one rendering any portion of the respect’ 
which belongs to God alone to a crucifix or to a picture, 
would have no hesitation in breaking the one and tear- 
ing the other into shreds and throwing the fragments into 
the flames, in imitation of Ezechias, who broke the brazen 
serpent on account of the superstitious reverence which the 
Israelites manifested toward it” (Hierurgia, pag. 382). 

As the reader may see, it all sounds very well, but as we 
shall prove in practise it is all a lie, and the Church is respon- 
sible for it. Inasmuch as we should like to give the author 
the benefit of the doubt, we do not accuse him of lying deliber- 
ately. But to pretend to justify the custom of the Roman 
Church by the ordinance for the construction of the taber- 
nacle and the temple, is ridiculous. God did not command 
Solomon to set up the images of Moses, Abraham and Isaac 
that the people might have communion with the saints and 
invoke their intercession. We are not going to discuss this 
part of our quotation, of which any one with some knowledge 
of Scripture and an ordinary measure of common sense can 
judge for himself. But we feel it our duty to deal with the 
last part of the quotation, because it is utterly false and mis- 
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leading. The author of the “Sacra Hierurgia” says, “Not 
only are Catholics not exposed to such dangers as idolatry, 
but they are expressly prohibited by the Church from believ- 
ing that there is any divinity or virtue resident in the image,” 
etc. Let us examine the facts. In all Catholic countries we 
may classify images by dividing them into two groups: i. e., 
devotional and miraculous. Let us admit that the images of 
the first group are mere objects of devotion and that no intel- 
ligent Catholic will attach to them any especial virtue. Yet 
among these we have to distinguish between those that have 
been blessed and those that have not. A Catholic may see 
some image at the sculptor’s studio or in a shop and not pay 
it any reverence, but as soon as such an image has been 
blessed for public veneration all is changed in a moment. 
No devout Catholic would say or do anything wrong or un- 
worthy in the presence of an image without feeling that his 
sin was greater because of that fact. The carrying of an 
image, the wearing of a scapular, medal, etc., especially one 
which has been blessed, is a very common custom, as we alli 
know, and has much superstitious reverence attached to it. 
My own particular devotion was to the Virgin of Sorrows, 
and I had the custom of carrying a little image of this Virgin 
in my hand, as did also some of my colleagues. I did not 
attribute any virtue to the little image, yet I felt better pro- 
tected from evil when I took it with me than when I left it at 
home. In any church where I happened to be I would always 
choose the altar of the Virgin of Sorrows at which to cele- 
brate mass, rather than any other. 

So, although an enlightened Catholic may consider an 
image to be merely an object of devotion, there clings about 
that object some idea or suggestion of supernatural power or 
virtue. This form of superstition is fostered by the Church 
everywhere, in spite of her teaching to the contrary. But 
we must bear in mind that she also teaches there is such a 
sin as the profanation of images, which for the Catholic is a 
sacrilege to be dreaded next to excommunication. 

Although much could be said of the traffic in these objects 
of superstitious reverence, we will now go on to consider the 
second class of images, or those looked upon as miraculous. 
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We do not hesitate to affirm that these receive idolatrous wor- 
ship and that the Church is responsible for it. 

In these articles we have not room to give an account of 
the great struggles of the Roman hierarchy in the first nine 
centuries with those of the faithful who opposed themselves 
to having their churches converted into heathen temples by 
the introduction of images. But it is a curious fact that those 
countries originally most opposed to image worship have be- 
come the possessors of the greatest number of miraculous 
images. This is but another example of Rome’s recourse to 
fraud and deception. The author of the “Hierurgia,” when 
he says that the faithful are “prohibited by the Church from 
believing that there is any divinity or virtue resident in im- 
ages,” refers, like the rest of Catholic theologians, to Sess. 
XXV of the Council of Trent; but none of them explain that 
it was the mind of the council in making such a declaration 
to allay the scruples of those opposed to the use of images 
and make them more acceptable in such countries as Spain, 
where, in conformity with the Council of Elvira, several sub- 
sequent councils had declared this practise to be anti-Chris- 
tian and pagan. By declaring images to be merely symbolic, 
Rome accomplished their acceptance. The first step having 
been taken, the friars followed up the advantage with stories 
of miracles, apparitions, etc., which gave, as they pointed out, 
Heaven’s sanction to the use of images as objects of wor- 
ship. Then, of course, pilgrimages began to be made to these 
sacred shrines, and little by little, by the constant invention 
of fresh marvels, the reign of superstition and idolatry became 
fully established. 

That the Church distinctly teaches (her theologians not- 
withstanding) that there is virtue resident in images, can be 
proved by the infinite number of books and pamphlets nar- 
rating the stories of the apparition and the miracles performed 
by innumerable images in papal lands, all of which are ap- 
proved by the Church and enriched with various privileges by 
popes and bishops, whose bulls every one can see on the 
walls of their shrines. 

To attempt to describe them all would require many vol- 
umes, but a few will serve as an example. 
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The monks of Monserrat are among the richest in Europe, 
owing to the international fame of their image, the Black 
Virgin. This image was said to have been made by angels, 
as shown in the official seal of the abbot. Its apparition was 
made known by lights in heaven and the singing of angels 
that brought the bishop and the Count of Barcelona to the 
mountain where they discovered the prodigy, and where sub- 
sequently a church and monastery were erected in its honor. 
It became the goal of many pilgrimages and a source of much 
wealth of the Church. No soldier of Catalonia would go to 
war without wearing an amulet of this Virgin, bought from 
the monks. These amulets contain the story of some soldiers 
who went to war with the Moors. Although they were in the 
most perilous places in battle they remained uninjured. Be- 
ing asked the reason, they showed the scapulars of this Vir- 
gin they were wearing, against which the bullets struck and 
fell to the ground. 


In La Olleria, Spain, there are two miraculous images, 
one a crucifix and the other an Ecce Homo. Their history, 


approved by the pope, is this: One night there came two 
pilgrims into the town and begged lodging with a poor fam- 
ily. They were received and treated kindly, and after supper 
the man and his wife agreed to give the poor pilgrims the only 
room and bed they had, themselves sleeping on the kitchen 
floor. During the night they awoke, hearing a sweet melody 
and perceiving a celestial light and perfume. They looked 
through the keyhole and saw no pilgrims, but a crucifix and 
an Ecce Homo of life size. The man went at once for the 
priest, roused the inhabitants of the town and all went in 
procession to carry the images to the church: All attempt to 
move them, however, was vain. They sent word to the arch- 
bishop of Valencia, who came at their summons, as can be 
seen by his signed document, and on trying again to remove 
them it happened that the Ecce Homo yielded, but the cru- 
cifix did not. So the prelate understood that the crucifix 
chose that very place for his habitation, and thev erected a 
church for him on the site of the poor man’s house. But the 
Ecce Homo was carried in procession until they came to a 
certain place where he also became immovable, so they 
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erected another church there for him. At the annual feast 
of these “saints,” as they are called, although they are both 
images of the Saviour, I once preached their panegyric. There 
are always at this feast four or five priests whose business it 
is to receive from the people rosaries, medals, handkerchiefs 
and other objects and touch the image with them. The peo- 
ple are taught that by this touch these objects are endowed 
with virtue to cure all sorts of disease and even to raise the 
dead. Even little prints, when touched by the image, give 
their owners several indulgences conceded by different bish- 
ops, whose names, with the date on which these prints were 
issued, are printed on them. 

But, to be brief, we need not look for a greater example 
of idolatry than that practised at Lourdes, France. And is 
not the sacred Bambino in the city of Rome carried by two 
monks by day and night to the bedside of the sick? And is it 
not also true that the Franciscans, not being able to comply 
with all the demand for visits from the sacred image, have 
been obliged to discriminate in favor of those who provide the 
most luxurious carriage and give the largest amount of 
money? This is happening every day and night at the thresh- 
old of the Vatican. Yet the pope makes no protest! 

The author of the Hierurgia tells us that “the pastor who 
discovers any one rendering any portion of the respect which 
belongs to God alone to a crucifix or to a picture would have 
no hesitation in breaking the one or tearing the other in 
shreds and throwing the fragments into the flames.” But if 
a priest or prelate or the pope himself should dare to declare 
that any of these images were merely lifeless wooden figures, 
there would be many of his faithful subjects ready to stone 
him to death. I could speak of many instances of this fanati- 
cism for which the Church alone is responsible. 

But the fabric of deception and falsehood becomes most 
apparent when we study the subject of relics and see that the 
Church authorizes, giving the worship of Latria, which is 
owing to God, to objects which are not even proved to be 
authentic, and which in almost every case are actual frauds, 
thus knowingly leading her people far away from that wor- 
ship in spirit and in truth which lifts the soul to God. 
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NUNS’ DOWRIES 
A Mercenary Traffic in the Church of Rome. 


BY ERNEST PHILLIPPS 
(Author of “Papal Merchandise.’’) 


Men and women have been deceived by Rome and fleeced 
of their money for a thousand years; but of all the victims 
of the papacy, the nuns deserve our pity most. 

The nun’s calling is different from other professions be- 
cause there is no need for qualification if sufficient money is 
forthcoming for a dowry or sufficient skill for work. Any 
lady can enter a convent if it pays the order to admit her. 
The question of spiritual gifts and graces need not be con- 
sidered if money is forthcoming for the order. Convents 
make money quicker than any commercial enterprise ever 
established. 

What becomes of the money? It is clear the order does 
not get it all. If it did, father confessors would not be always 
on the look-out for “victims” for the monastery. 

Bishop Hendren, of Clifton, wrote to the “Times” once, 
saying that he did not see why the Roman Catholic Church 
should not get a share. It is said he anticipated building a 
cathedral with some of it. What is Rome’s plea for the 
spoliation of delicate ladies and strong, healthy girls? Every 
woman on entering a convent is called the “Bride of Jesus 
Christ,” and is expected to bring her dowry with her. This 
is the plea. Edith O’Gorman was told by her father confes- 
sor that it was better to be the bride of Christ than the bride 
of a sinful creature—man. (“Convent Life Unveiled,” p. 15.) 

The Dowry in Different Countries. 

The Rev. Hobart Seymour, in one of his lectures on con- 
vents, says that the dowry varies in different countries. He 
proceeds: “On my inquiries throughout Italy, I found that 
it extended from £300 up to £800 and £1,000 sterling, and 
that in Ireland it was at the lowest £500. All these nunneries 
were so managed that the interest of the dowry was suffi- 
cient to maintain the ordinary expenditure of the nun, and 
that the capital was preserved intact. I stated that as money 
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produced six per cent. on the Continent, £300 would give an 
interest of £18; and that this was adequate for the purpose, 
for I have been at a nunnery in Belgium where I asked the 
superior the charge for a single individual boarding in the 
establishment, and she told me it was only £12 a year. This 
statement is substantiated by the fact that the Spanish Gov- 
ernment allows precisely £12 3s. 4d. as the allowance for 
each individual in a nunnery. When I was in Tuscany, 
they told me there were from five to six thousand nuns in that 
country; if we multiply 5,000 (the lowest number) by £300, 
the smallest sum supposed for the dowry, it would give a 
capital of something like £1,500,000. If we went to the city 
of Rome and its vicinity, where there are about 2,000 nuns, 
the lowest sum, £300, would give a capital of £600,000; and, 
estimating the whole number in Italy at 12,000—20,000 is 
nearer the true number—it would give a result not much 
short of £4,000,000 of capital. I remarked that this was not 
a dead or inactive capital, but that, as each nun died, her 
dowry was available, being supplied by the dowry of her suc- 
cessor; so that if all the nuns died out in twenty years, the 
whole of the capital would be available in twenty years; 
therefore, I observed, there was a premium on the rapid dying 
away of the nuns.” (“Popery in Its Social Aspect” (1852), 
by Dr. Blakeney, pp. 251-2.) 

In 1864 there were 18,000 professed nuns in Italy. If we 
take this number and multiply it by £300, the total capital 
sum received by monastic institutions in one short generation 
is £5,400,000. We give these figures on the authority of 
Princess Henrietta Caracciolo, of Forino, who was an inmate 
of a Benedictine monastery in Italy. (“Memoirs of the 
Princess Henrietta Caracciolo” (1864), p. 37.) 


The sum of £300 is a minimum and not an average 
amount. In view of the fact that some nuns bring thou- 
sands of pounds to their order, the average must be much 
greater. 

There cannot be any doubt about £300 being the mini- 
mum dowry in Latin countries. Princess Henrietta Carac- 
ciolo tells us in her Memoirs (p. 68) that as the year of her 
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noviciate drew to a close, she was asked to provide 1,800 
ducats for a dowry (about £315) and that she and her servant 
were allowed £30 per annum for their maintenance in a 
Neapolitan convent. (Ibid, p. 126.) 

In the United States of America the monastic orders have 
a wide field and no limitations. Owing to the fact that 
there are so many wealthy families in that country, Rome’s 
financial gains must be annually enormous. Besides the 
dowry there is the usual vow of poverty, which brings im- 
mense sums of money into papal coffers. Take the case of 
Miss Catherine Drexell, who transferred a legacy of $6,000,000 
( £1,200,000 sterling) to her order. 

We have the testimony of Edith O’Gorman Auffray (the 
escaped nun) concerning dowries in the United States of 
America, who says in a personal note that it varies according 
to the particular order, and as there are over 200 different 
orders of cloistered and active nuns, and as the cloistered 
nuns never see the world nor engage in teaching but give 
themselves up entirely to fasting, praying, scourging the 
flesh by wearing hair shirts, steel girdles and other articles 
of sharp-pointed steel next to the flesh, which torture them 
night and day; and as they also beat themselves daily with 
cat-o’-nine tails of steel with sharp rowels, believing by these 
barbarous, cruel and pagan penances they can work out their 
salvation, after a very short time they die, for life is a slow 
suicide. 

It is exceptional for tender, frail women to live through 
the years of such cruel torture; the majority die before five 
years. Some do not live through their noviciate, especially 
in the austere orders, such as the Carmelites, Benedictines, 
Poor Clares, Visitation and Presentation nuns. 

The minimtm dowry for lay nuns is £1,000 (one thou- 
sand pounds.) The choir nuns, who are all ladies of the best 
and wealthiest families, often bring dowries from .£200,000 
to £1,000,000 (one million pounds). The lay nuns are all 
ladies, but not of such wealthy families. Although the lay 
and choir nuns bring handsome dowries to their convents, 
they have to work hard. They dig the gardens and cultivate 
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the land belonging to the convent. The active nuns who en- 
gage in teaching are bound by the same solemn vows and 
endure the same penances and austerities, only in a lesser 
degree. Their dowries vary from £200 to £200,000. The 
minimum dowry is £200. The superiors and heads of the 
active orders are paid from £80 to £200 a year for each nun 
engaged in teaching. These salaries, together with large 
and small dowries, go to enrich “the Church.” The nuns 
never know how the money brought in or received for teach- 
ing is disposed of. They cannot own a pin; the smallest 
possession would be a mortal sin against their vow of “holy 
poverty.” All the money goes to the propagation of popery, 
building new convents and churches. 

As Canada is not such a wealthy country as the United 
States, the dowries are much smaller. The Rev. G. R. Mac- 
Faul, of Ottawa, writes us as follows: 

“IT am told that in some classes of convents where the 
nuns are called ‘working nuns,’ where they go out collecting 
funds, teaching music or where they look after an orphan- 
age, asylum, etc., that no dowries are given or required. In 
special convents of a secret order, where the nuns never go 
out, they ask for dowries, and the amount paid varies. I 
have not heard the exact amount; it may vary from $300 
(£60) to $800 (£160). The demand for nuns is greater in 
a way than the supply, or those desirous of entering the 
nunneries were not so numerous as to make the demand for 
a dowry a compulsion, in all cases.” 

The question of nuns’ dowries in Australia is dealt with 
in a personal note from the Rev. N. H. Louwyck, formerly 
a priest in the Church of Rome in that country. He says: 
“A nun’s dowry in Australia varies enormously and is prac- 
tically left in the hands of the superiors of each.community 
to decide. Many pay nothing at all, entering as poor girls; 
others have to pay £100 or £200 and more. It depends 
also on the wealth of the parents. One girl I knew had to 
pay £400 to enter the order of the Sisters of Mercy.” 

With regard to dowries in Great Britain, Mr. S. J. Abbott, 
of the Convent Inquiry Society, says in a personal note: 
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“There is no hard and fast rule. Some communities where 
money is really an object fix the dowry at a minimum from 
which an interest sufficient to support a nun may be derived. 
On the other hand I have known instances where they have 
been most anxious to receive suitable subjects without any 
dowry. The amount of dowry required often depends upon 
the nature of the order.” 

In the case of Saurin vs. Star, heard at the Queen’s Bench 
n 1869, the plaintiff (Miss Saurin) was awarded damages 
ind £300, the -amount of the dowry paid to the convent. 
“Convent Pestilence,” p. 32.) 

Miss Moult says that when she sought admission into 
Stanbrook Abbey, Worcester (a convent of the Benedictine 
der), she was asked to find a dowry of £5,000 (five thou- 
sand pounds); and as the money was not forthcoming, she 
vas refused. (“The Escaped Nun,” p. 12.) 

We have a personal note from an ex-nun, who says: 


“There is no really fixed amount. It depends on the finances of 
ie convent. If, for example, I without money wished to enter a 
yntemplative convent which was poor, I should probably be refused 
dmission. If I desired to enter an active convent which was poor 
ind I had no money, but had good teaching capabilities, I should 
e accepted. A rich contemplative house will generally take a per- 
son without money, providing such a one has a good voice (for 
the choral services) or is young and active and likely to prove a 
‘rofitable member. Eight hundred pounds was the looked-for 
mount at East Bergholt. Some had more, some less, and others, 
none at all. Five thousand pounds was the sum_ required 
or a choir nun at Stanbrook Abbey, Worcester, or £600 with a lay 
sister. 


We have already seen it stated that the dowry for an Irish 
nunnery is £500. This is probably the minimum sum that 

ualifies a candidate for admission into an Irish monastery. 
(here was a case in the Court of Exchequer, “White vs. 
Reed,” in 1827, in which it was stated that the dowry was 
£600. 

There was another case in the Irish courts in 1844, in 
hich it was stated that the father of Mary and Catherine 
acarthy paid £1,000 (one thousands pounds) to the Ursu- 
ne Convent as a dowry for each of his daughters. 


(To be continued.) 
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LETTER TO CARDINAL GIBBONS 
XXV. 
My dear Cardinal: 

In order not to prolong unduly our study of the papacy 
during the early centuries, we will in this letter close the 
subject of the illegality of the papal elections from Peter to 
3oniface VI, A. D. 896, which forms the first period of 
our studies. 

It seems, however, to be necessary, for the better uinder- 
standing of some of our readers, to mention some facts per- 
taining to this period which have an important bearing on 
our own time. Some of them are theological, some political 
and some clearly reveal the inconsistency of the papal system. 

Nicholas I, whom the Church venerates as a saint, and 
whom Hardouin, vol. V, calls a second Elias, a second Phineas, 
a second Daniel, a second Martin, etc., etc., and whom Ana- 
stasius, in his preface to the Eighth Council, calls “a heavenly 
man,” “an earthly angel,” is one that typifies in himself the 
policy of your Church in the subsequent ages up to our own 
times. 

In the theology of this period we have three great ques- 
tions: The atonement, transubstantiation and baptism. 

Respecting the atonement the Church was divided for 
more than three centuries into two rival schools which chari- 
tably excommunicated each other, according to the success 
of one or the other in electing a pope of their own party. One 
school maintained that Christ suffered on the cross only in 
his humanity, it being impossible for Divinity to suffer. The 
other maintained that the sin of the world could only be 
atoned for by the Divinity, so if Jesus suffered only in His 
human nature there could be no true atonement. Nicholas I, 
who, as we shall have opportunity to see, was the most 
accommodating man who ever yet occupied the papal throne, 
took advantage of the fact that the party which taught the 
suffering of Christ in his Divine nature had not at that time 
any popularity, and in one of his seven councils at Rome 
extinguished the reviving sect of the Theopaschites. And as 
though he were speaking of something ridiculously new, he 
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says, in the seventh of his letters published by Labbe, “they 
the Theopaschites, maintained that Jesus Christ, on the cross, 
suffered in His Divinity.” We should have nothing to say 
of this attitude, were it not for the fact that this same view 
was maintained by his predecessors St. Leo, Sergius, Gregory 
|V and Valentine, and that the Theopaschites alleged that the 
same Nicholas I was the father of their sect during the reign 
of his immediate predecessor, Benedict III. On account of 
this, Nicholas was accused of changing his theological beliefs 
ior the sake of obtaining the papacy. From this time we trace 
the popular saying, “Honores mutant mores, sicut Nicholas 
dixit” (Honors change customs, as Nicholas said). 

Transubstantiation was another great question of the day. 
Che theory was entirely new and looked upon with suspicion, 

if not regarded as heresy. Many authors maintain that Nich- 
olas never favored this new theological development, but held 
to the tradition that Christ was present in the Eucharist in 
i spiritual sense; others affirm that he subscribed to the new 
dogma of transubstantiation. But we are of the opinion that 
Nicholas regarded such questions as purely speculative and 
eft the contending schools to their discussions. We are led 
to hold this opinion by the fact that, in spite of this question 
aving been greatly agitated at this time, in none of the seven 
ouncils of Rome, held by Nicholas, nor in any of his numer- 
us letters, does he make mention of such a question. The 
lleged references to this period are spurious and date only 
s far back as the thirteenth century, as we have demon- 
trated in our previous issues. 

The question of baptism has been a problem with the theo. 
igians of all times, even as it is still a subject of discussior. 
| our own day. Michael, King of the Bulgarians, sent a 

legate to Pope Nicholas, with a parchment, in which were 
ritten 106 questions which greatly agitated the Bulgarians, 
i whose benefit the king begged of the pope a definite 
nswer. Nicholas sent to the king his 106 corresponding an- 
vers. And, as we see in Labbe, vol. VIII, page 548, the fol- 

wing is the decision in answer to question number 104: 

Chose should not be rebaptized who have received baptisre 
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in the name of the Trinity, or only in the name of Christ.” 
Of course, this either does away with the belief in the Divine 
origin of the formula, “In the name of the Father,” etc., or 
makes Nicholas a heretic. No wonder that your recom- 
mended historian, Artaud, when he comes to this point, in 
“Lives of Popes,” vol. I, page 223, says, “I am a historian 
and not a theologian.” 

The second series of facts to be noted with regard to this 
period are, as we stated, political. Nicholas was the first pope 
who subjugated the civil power to the Church. He obliged 
Louis II to hold his, the new pope’s, stirrup as he mounted 
his horse to go to take the possesso. And in his letter to 
Adventius, bishop of Meintz, he authorized the bishops to 
disobey princes whom they did not consider legitimate. In 
the letter referred to we read, “You say that you are subject 
to the prince, because the apostle says, ‘Obey the king, as 
being set over you.’ But be sure that these kings and princes 
are truly so. See whether they are princes justly; otherwise 
we must rather hold them as tyrants than kings, and resist 
rather than obey them.” No wonder Fleury, XI, 76, says, 
“Pope Nicholas forgot that the king, or rather emperor, whom 
St. Peter ordered Christians to obey, was Nero; and that he 
says immediately after, “Slaves, obey your masters, not only 
those who are good, but the froward also.” Moreover, the 
pope makes bishops judges, whether princes are just rulers 


or tyrants; and not only bishops, but all their subjects for 
the reason he cites in general. This is the beginning of, and 
the authority for, the modern theory that bishops, priests 


and faithful, are not subject, in foro conscience, to a heretic 
authority. Of course, they yield because of the fear of the 
law, but should they be able to evade the law they would 
have no remorse at all, as we are amply proving in our arti 
cles on the immunity of priests. As we mention this subject, 
we may be permitted to say that we trace to this pope the 
modern theory of theologians on this subject. This pope was 
the first who established the duty of the subjects to obey tha: 
prince whom the pope should choose and consecrate, but th« 
prince, on the other hand, was obliged to swear not to tur: 
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his sword against the subjects of the pope. “The emperor 
shall not turn against Christians the sword which he has 
received from the vicar of St. Peter to use against infidels.” 
The popes of our day translate the command in this way: 
“No faithful son of the Church shall be bound to a heretic or 
schismatic prince even if he has taken the oath of allegiance. 
And Catholics shall be permitted to accept from heretic or 
schismatic rulers any or whatsoever office of authority for the 
benefit of the faithful.” 

The inconsistency of the popes of this time is apparent. ° 
The reason is that their chief aim was power, and to acquire 
it they were forced to change their policy according to cir- 
cumstances. So we see St. Leo depose Anastasius, and Nicho- 
las I receive him again into the communion of the Church in 
order to gain favor with the powerful party that elected him 
pope. Adrian II, the successor of Nicholas, excommunicated 
Anastasius who was so favored by his predecessor. He also 
excommunicated Phosius, and his successor, John VIII, re- 
established him in his see. In the same way, John VIIT 
excommunicated Formosus, the favorite of his predecessors ; 
and his successor,. Marinus I, immediately after his election, 
excommunicated Phosius and restored Formosus to his see 
of Porto, and later Formosus even became: pope. If we were 
to consider the legality of the election of these popes alone, 
neither Nicholas, nor his predecessor, have any right, by elec 
tion, to occupy the papal throne. 

For brevity’s sake I will only refer to one of my reasons 
for this assertion. The Annuario makes the list of succession 
in this way: St. Leo IV, 847-855; Benedict III, 855-858; St. 
Nicholas I, 858-867. Now, Cardinal, you-know that the reign 
of the female pope, Joan, has been placed by historians be- 
tween Leo and Benedict. I do not want to discuss this sub- 
ject here, although I could do so by presenting the opinion 
of many Catholic writers. We read in “Lives of the Popes,” 
vol. I, page 221, “Unfortunately seventy writers, and among 
them many credulous Catholics, admit the ignoble tale.” We 
know of many other writers who have refuted the tale on 
paper, yet have admitted it to be true among their confréres. 
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But whether the Popess Joan ever really existed or not, can 
you explain to me the following fact? It is said that Joan’s 
reign lasted over two years. It is impossible to have invented 
a pope unless there were some flaw in the succession. If the 
list of popes were as true and accurate as it is generally sup- 
posed there would not be any need to refute the history of 
Joan. There must be something wrong, and this something 
is simply that the apostolic succession, as Rome teaches it, 
is the greatest of falsehoods. We find, then, that the reigns 
of Leo and Benedict were at least two years apart, and, to be 
honest, the pope ought to say, “We have no authentic record 
by which to determine dates.” 

Various popes have attempted to correct the Liber Ponti- 
ficalis. The present pope has Cardinal Gaspari at work upon 
it, now. But if the Liber Pontificalis is wrong, who is Car- 
dinal Gaspari that he should be able to correct it? He has 
no better documents at his disposal than those who have been 
set this impossible task before him. He, of course, will take 
some popes off the list, as he has already done, and then he 
will stretch out the reigns of others as if they were elastic to 
cover the gaps. The four popes which he has removed have 
left no flaw. Does that indicate that there is any record at 
all of the date of the investiture or the reign of any pope? 

We should like very much to see Adrian II, successor of 
Nicholas I, struck off the list of popes. Nobody believes he 
was ever elected. He was a usurper, and obtained the pon- 
tificate by right of inheritance, as he was a relative of the 
preceding popes, Stephen IV and Sergius IT. 

We have stated somewhere that, without exception, when 
there is any miraculous legend surrounding the life or elec- 
tion of any pope, we must look for a fraud somewhere. 
Adrian IT is the hero of many miraculous tales. He has been 
put on the list of saints or taken off, according to whether 
the party that did it wanted to justify the fact that he was a 
married man or not, as we shall see when we speak of the 
popes who were “not very respectable.” But we shall give our 
readers the following miracle from among the others which 
is related by Cormenin, vol. I, page 248: “Adrian had re- 
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ceived from Pope Sergius forty pennies as a mark of his 
satisfaction. But the deacon, Adrian, instead of keeping this 
sum in his purse, or spending it in his pleasures, like the 
outh of his age, assembled the poor of his quarter to dis- 
tribute it among them. These came in so great numbers that 
\drian was obliged to select the most infirm. In his grief at 
not being able to solace all of their sufferings he addressed 
iervent prayers to God and commenced the distribution. The 
lind and the infirm received each a penny; the aged, the 
ame, women and children, advanced in succession and re- 
ceived each a penny; more poor arrived and others followed 
iter them; they thus succeeded each other from the rising 
of the sun till night, and the young deacon continued to draw 
ennies from his purse; finally, after having distributed a 
prodigious quantity, he filled several coffers for the alms of 
the following day,” etc., etc. 

Of course, Cardinal, a man of such power would have no 
lificulty in becoming a pope anywhere, even in New York. 
sut papacy must be something very bad, because we see that 

man with such great gifts as a deacon not only lost them 
s pope, but lost even the sense of honesty, justice and truth. 

Now, with the death of Adrian II and the accession of 
ohn VIII we begin a period of political intrigues where all 
race of succession is lost. The papacy had acquired such 
importance as to carry with it the secular power. The princes 
nd rulers learned, although too late, that no advance could 
- attempted in the political field without the sanction of the 
apacy. For which reason they surrounded the papal throne 
vith flattery, and submitted themselves to humiliating indig- 
ities. As a consequence of this deplorable state of affairs, 
each prince tried to force his candidate into the papacy. In 
rder to succeed no effort was spared. The prince had his 
ans submitted to the most ambitious ecclesiastic who was 
illing in turn to favor his wishes for the sake of the tiara; 

e prince, meanwhile, promised to be a safeguard of the 
pe. 


Simony was a necessity of the time and the amounts spent 
the papal elections are simply astounding. This is the 
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reason why we see the bitterest rivals sitting on the papal 
throne alternately, and sometimes simultaneously as pope and 
antipope. So, as we have noticed, John VIII, representing 
a party at enmity with the three preceding popes, invalidates 
all that was done by them and excommunicates Formosus, 
who was their favorite and whose diplomatic talents caused 
him to be put in charge of the most difficult embassies. At 
the same time he restored Phosius, who had been the con- 
stant nightmare of the last three popes and was excommuni- 
cated by them. Maximus I, successor of John VIII, but 
elected by the rival party, restored Formosus and excommu- 
nicated Phosius, and ordered all the decrees of his predeces- 
sor, John VIII, to be canceled as being opposed to both Di- 
vine and human justice. At his death, Adrian III was elected 
by the reigning party, but, being a traitor, facilitated the way 
to Stephen VI, follower of John VIII, to occupy the papal 
chair. At Stephen’s death Formosus was elected and was 
succeeded by Boniface VI. He, according to some historians, 
among them Artaud, was also a victim of John VIII, who 
deprived him of the dignity of subdeacon. 

All through these letters we have amply demonstrated 
that the fact of the cancelation of four popes, instead of mark- 
ing a forward step toward justice and truth on the part of the 
present pope, only reveals the inconsistency of the Vatican. 
As many popes have attempted to revise the list of the popes 


in the past, it may be expected that many more will attempt 
to do so in the future, giving a chance to the rejected ones 
to be put back on the list again, it may be with the rank of 
saints and martyrs as a vindication. 


We have proven by the best authorities of the Roman 
Church that little or no formality was observed in the elec- 
tion of popes. The faithful assembled at the death of their 
bishop and elected another. Many times it seemed not to have 
been a requisite that the candidate should have been initiated 
into ecclesiastical orders before becoming pope, as was the 
case with St. Fabian and others. When the papacy came to 
be a strong political power, kings and princes, to insure their 
political standing, began to control the elections and forced 
into the pontifical throne those who were willing to carry out 
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their political plans. This was the cause of the intrigues 
resorted to in the election of popes and of the simony and 
crime which prevailed. 

To assign to the papacy a Divine origin, and to take its 
continuity as an argument for the Divine protection, is a 
blasphemy. With our knowledge of how Rome makes and 
remakes history, according to the requirements of her pur- 


pose, sanctioning everything that is untrue as “‘a pious fraud,” 
allowing the furtherance of piety, regardless of justice and 
truth, we cannot understand how any man fairly versed in 
history can attempt to write in defense of the so-called apos- 
tolic succession. The mere fact that even to-day Rome is 
puzzled as to how to arrange the list of the popes shows that 
the chain is very much broken and that there are many links 
missing. Where is, then, the uninterrupted succession? As 
for the investiture, there is no record of it with regard to the 
popes we have studied. We repeat, if Cardinal Gaspari has 
canceled Boniface VI for the only reason that he did not find 
any record of his investiture, and because he died fourteen 
days after his election, why did he not cancel Stephen II, who 
died two days after his election, and many others who had 
no election at all? Concerning investiture, we have also 
proven, first, that according to the doctrine of the Church in 
force to-day, the pope is pope as soon as he is elected. Pius 
IX, Leo XIII and Pius X began to exercise their authority 
before the enthronement; second, that there exists no docu- 
ment worthy of credit that proves the investiture of any pope. 
The fact that the names, place of birth and date of the pon- 
tificate of many on the present list are unknown is a sufficient 
proof that there is no record of their investiture. Even the 
Annuario of this year puts down Marinus I as the 111th pope 
(detto Martino II). We do not know whether Martino and 
Marinus are two distinct persons or one. This much we know, 
that they represent different epochs in different lists. We 
hope to be able to speak more extensively of the Annuario of 
the Vatican in later issues; meanwhile, Cardinal, if you 
would invite your people to study it, the changes which ap- 
pear in it from year to year might be a source of enlighten- 
ment to them. MANUEL FERRANDO. 
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ENGLAND, IRELAND AND ROME 
A Tragic Melodrama 
BY PROF, W. FUSSELL COLLINS, D.D. 


(All rights reserved. Permission to republish may be obtained from 
the author.) 


THE PREMIER’S PATTER. 


Once Asquith’s catchword seemed to be, 
“Oh, wait and see, just wait and see.” 


Next he repeated o’er and o’er, 
“The open door, the open door.” 


And now he talks elusive peace— 
“A six years’ lease, a six years’ lease.” 


Pray, what’s the cause that thus he veers? 
“The Volunteers, the Volunteers.” 


And what, then, should our answer be? 
“Oh, wait and see, just wait and see.” 


The phonograph will speak anon: 
We're getting on, we're getting on. 


And next time this is what he’ll say— 
“Oh, have your way; yes, have your way.” 
—The Belfast Weekly News. 


For a fortnight past our attention has been called away from 
modern vaudeville to what at first promised to be something like 
the old-time legitimate. 

Mexico and Panama-American free tolls were crowded off 
into sideshows, and Old England rushed to the centre of the 
stage and demanded the spotlight. 

In the streets of Londontown boys have been calling 
“Wuxtry! Wuxtry!” every hour, and the world was startled 
and fascinated in excitement on the unexpected, sudden announce- 
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ment of this new, added attraction, which claimed a monopoly 
of public interest. 

The curtain-raiser proclaimed a tragedy, dark and threaten- 
ing, with muffled sound of distant booming guns and visions of 
bloodshed and slaughter, all set to martial tune. 

Act One; Scene One: Incipient Tragedy. Place, Belfast. 
Dramatis Persone: The Army, Sir Edward Carson, General 
Gough, the Nationalists, the Ulster Unionists. Scene: Ulster 
said “Boo,” and the Nationalists straightway fled to cover. She 
also said “Shoo,” and the Army marched straight up the hill, 
turned around and marched right down again. And the curtain 
was rung amid the hisses of the disappointed audience. The 
Soyne is not again stained red with blood; nor does any other 
Irish stream reveal a crimson hue. Yet Ulstermen, 110,000 
strong, are armed and brave to meet the foe. But where is the 
foe? Oh, where? Echo answers, “Where?” Yet Mr. Redmond 
has promised that he would “put down this bigoted remnant with 
a strong arm.” The “strong arm’ seems to be hanging in a 
sling at the present moment. 

While the war extras are crying in the streets, the curtain 
is again rung up, and we find the management has changed the 
play from promised tragedy to melodrama, or opera bouffe, and 
the disgusted audience is besieging the box office to get its 
money back. Yet, why? Is this not All-Fools’ Day? 


The theme of the play seems to consist in a flow of explana- 
tions, apologies and of fixing the blame, set to that delightfully 
charming operatic air, “Everybody's doing it.” 


The Act: Opera bouffe. Place, Londontown. Scene: Shift- 
ing, from Palace to War Office, to Cabinet Chambers, to House 
of Commons and about town generally, with a side-play in East 
Fife, Scotland. 

Dramatist Persone: Ulster, my Ladye faire, the heroine of 
the play; Sir Edward Carson, the gallant Knight who bravely 
defends the faire Ladye from the brigands who are pletting her 
abduction; General Gough, the noble bodyguard of the gallant 
Knight, who would break his sword rather than to allow harm 
to befall a single hair of the golden tresses of the faire Ladye 
(some satirists call them orange tresses); Mr. Redmond, the 
villain of the play, who plots the Ladye’s abduction; Mr. Joseph 
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Devlin, Chief Brigand, leader of the blood-thirsty Molly Ma- 
guires, who is Mr. Redmond’s chief henchman, also his under- 
study and rival, who is trying to crowd him off ths stage; the 
Marchioness of Londonderry, the Marchioness of Dufferin, Vis- 
countess Massereene and the Countess of Shaftsbury, maids of 
honor of the faire Ladye of Ulster, queens of the drawing-room, 
who captivate King and Council with their seductive charms and 
plead in behalf of the Ladye faire that her hand be not given in 
unholy matrimony to the villain of the play; King George, who, 
seemingly tried to straddle a horse but slipped out of the saddle 
when in the darkness of the night, to avoid observation by the 
Liberals, he sallied forth to the rescue of the faire Ladye, but who 
is discovered in his untimely accident by a howling mob of Lib- 
erals and Nationalists, who demand an explanation difficult to 
frame; Col. Seeley, a half-hearted Liberal, formerly a weak 
Unionist, whipping boy to the King, who, to save his Majesty’s 
honor, humbly says, “I did it,” takes upon himself all the blame 
for the accident, is horsed upon the backs of the Cabinet, well 
flogged, kisses the rod and meekly takes a back seat, after re- 
signing the war portfolio; Lord Morley, Col. Seeley’s confrére, 
who runs away and says, “I didn’t do it”; Mr. Asquith, Premier, 
sometime Unionist, now Liberal and Nationalist for a reason, 
bondman to Mr. Redmond (the villain of the play), court-jester 
and schoolmaster to the King, who flogs the whipping-boy and 
takes his portfolio, helps the King back into the saddle, astride 
the horse, exonerates the Cabinet from any imputation of having 
intermeddled in the affairs of the faire Ladye of Ulster, saves the 
crown and Cabinet from falling, explains to Parliament that 
nothing happened, tries to pacify Unionists and Nationalists in 
the same breath, but all in vain, and runs home to Fife to ask 
his constituents to pat him on the back and give him a new elec- 
tion; other scapegoats: General Sir Arthur Paget, Commander- 
in-chief in Ireland, General Sir John French, Field Marshal, and 
Sir John Spencer Ewart, Adjutant-General of the Forces; other 
Cabinet Liberal Conspirators, in league with Redmond, the Na- 
tionalist villain: Mr. Winston Churchill, First Lord of the Ad- 
miralty, and Chancellor David Lloyd George, who appear to 
have a high hand in the plot to coerce the faire Ladye into mar- 
riage with the villain. Other actors have prominent places upon 
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the stage, such as Mr. Bonar Law, another gallant Knight to 
the faire Ladye. In the background appears a howling mob of 
Nationalists, Laborites and suffragettes, denouncing, severally, the 
Army, the Lords and Commons, the King and Cabinet; and 
Cromwellian cries are heard among them. Finally Sir Edward 
Grey appears with an oil can in each hand, to appease the waters 
‘f trouble, and promises deliverance for the faire Ladye without 
wounding the tender feelings of the savage villain. 

Behind the scenery sits the disappointed dramatist with 
scowling , fallen countenance. He intended a tragedy with flow- 
ing blood; and he only achieved a comedy—a mere burlesque. 

Who is this dramatist who always skulks behind the stage? 
Will he now come forth and receive the plaudits of the audience ? 
Not he! Satisfied to watch the development of his plots, from 
the darkness of the wings, he sits him smug in what he calls 
St. Peter’s chair, the poor old prisoner in the Vatican; many a 
tragedy he has devised, and many a comedy, too. And he has 
made the world his stage. From his lofty throne on Tiber’s 
bank he has played with crowns and thrones and principalities as 
with pawns. But now aged, imbecile and effete, his feeble, strug- 
gling attempts are ludicrous. His tragedies are but melodrama. 
lhe crowns and thrones. have played with him and have tossed 
him off the board. Yet still he has a little strength, and will 
continue his malevolent plotting until he has received his last 
stab and has drawn his last breath. And he must be watched, 
for even his burlesques are harmful. Will old England never 
learn?. Will she forget Bloody Mary and her papal master? 
England should thank God for such a monitor as Ulster to give 
her timely warning, 

Ulster still floats the Union Jack above her Protestant orange, 
while Redmond and his papal Ireland float the-rebel green be- 
neath the usurper’s papal flag of triple crown. 

Let England be warned in time. The hand of Rome has 
shaken her throne to its very foundation. Her crown and her 
ministry have tottered almost to the falling within the past few 
days. Rome has sown in her the seed of civil war. Her army 
and navy have mutinied and have defied the Government. Men 
are asking whether the army rules or whether the crown still 
reigns. Never has England been so shaken since the American 
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Revolution. And all because Rome has inveigled a Protestant 
Cabinet and Parliament into an attempt to coerce Protestant 
Ulster into obedience to the Roman hierarchy. No one disputes 
that this is a religious contest and that religious war—the worst 
of all war—is impending, if old England is not warned in time. 

But Home Rule and Rome rule have received a severe jolt. 
Ulster is still free. Her 110,000 volunteers still live, strong for 
defense. And England is frightened and is seeking a new 
solution of the Governmental problem. Many think Home Rule 
is about dead. And the Roman papers are keeping very quiet 
about the matter save for an occasional snarl. 

At present England needs a stronger Premier and a safer 
Cabinet. 

April 1, 1914. 


RAFFLING FOR SOULS 


The Roman Catholic priests in Mexico have the purgatory 
graft down to a science. They raffle souls out of purgatory at 
so much a throw and do a wholesale business, as the following 
notice recently tacked up in a Catholic Church in that unhappy 
country will show: 


RAFFLE FOR SOULS. 

At the last raffle for souls the following numbers obtained the 
prizes, and the lucky holders may be assured that their loved ones 
are forever released from the flames of purgatory and ushered 
into heavenly joys. 


Ticket 41.—The soul of Madame Calderon is made happy 
icrever. 


Ticket 762.—The soul of the aged widow Francesca de Par- 
sons is forever released from the flames of purgatory. 

Another raffle for souls will be held at this same blessed 
Church of the Redeemer on January. 1, at which four bleeding 
and tortured souls will be released from purgatory to Heaven, 
according to the four highest tickets in this most holy lottery. 
Tickets, $1.00, to be had of the father-in-charge. Will you for 
the poor sum of $1.00 leave your loved ones to burn in purgatory 
for ages ?—Selected. 
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THE IMMUNITY OF THE PRIEST 


BY BISHOP MANUEL FERRANDO, D.D. 


All the arguments that the jurists give in favor of the 
immunity of the priest are grounded on the hypothesis that 
priests, as well as the Church, must be free to exercise their 
high calling. These arguments can only convince the ignor- 
ant. If by immunity of priests we should understand that 
priests ought not to be made use of by the Government in 
such offices as would interfere with their ministry, well and 
good. We have in this country a law to that effect, excusing 
ministers from the obligation to serve as jurors. But that 1s 
not what the Church means by the law of immunity. She 
means tat priests, by virtue of their office, are out of the 
reach of the law, whatever their crime may be; and that 
churches, convents, orphanages, church schools, etc., are ex- 
empt from any secular jurisdiction; so, should any criminal 
succeed, as many times has happened in our own day, in get- 
ting inside of such an institution, he is safe, unless the supe- 
rior turns him over to the secular authority. 

soniface VIII has declared thus: “Churches and ecclesi- 
astical persons and their possessions, not only by human but 
by Divine right, are immune from the compulsion of any 
secular person.” * 

“Ecclesie ecclesiasticeeque persone ac res ipsarum, non solum 
ire humano, quinimo divino, a secularium personarum exactionibus 


sunt immunes.’—Defensio fidei, lib. IV., cap VIII. et cap. Quam- 
juam, 4, De Censibus. 


The same is the opinion of Leo X, who, in the Lateran 
Council, Const. Supreme dispensationis, says, “As, by Divine 
is well as human right, laymen have no authority over ecclesi- 
astics, we enforce all constitutions in favor of ecclesiastical 
immunity.” * 

sut the Motu Proprio which we are commenting on is 
more explicit. It declares it to be a sacrilege to denounce any 
ecclesiastic to the civil judge, and excommunicates any one 
who does this with the excommunication reserved to the 


*“Cum a jure tam divino quam humano laicis nulla potestas in 
clesiasticas personas attributa sit innovamus omnes constitutiones 


n favorem libertatis ecclesiastice.”’ Lateranensi Const. Supremz dis- 
nensationis. 
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pope, which means that no one but the pope can absolve him 
from it. “Whenever private individuals, whether of the laity 
or in holy orders, men or women, summon to a tribunal of 
laymen any ecclesiastical person, whatever be the case, crimi- 
nal or civil, they incur excommunication at the hands of the 
Roman pontiff.” From this the reader may infer that the 
object in view is not the freedom of the priest in the exercise’ 
of his ministry, but a means to keep up the fraud of the 
sanctity of the priest. 

Those who are so amazed when they read exposures of 
the conduct of priests ought to stop and reflect on this fact. 
Either priests are what they claim to be—representatives of 
Christ, adorned with supernatural virtue and power—or they 
are simply mortals, endowed with all the frailties of human 
nature. If they are the former, there is nothing for us to do 
but submit meekly to that stupendous miracle of God. If 
they are the latter, we must agree that the greatest mon- 
strosities may be expected from those who are bad, because 
they have more opportunities than other men and no restric- 
tion at all. The bad priest does not fear God, in whom he 
does not believe, and is not afraid of the law, because he is 
immune. Take, for instance, the convents. They are immune 
even from the bishop. He cannot inspect a convent of men 
without special commission from the pope. All the bishop 
can do, in case of public scandal, is to forbid the friars to 
exercise their ministry in his diocese; but once instituted, a 
convent can only be suppressed by the pope; and even if the 
bishop should deprive the monks of the power to exercise 
their ministry in his diocese, which he would not dare to do, 
yet they may still exercise it in their own convent. The 
bishops generally know less than any one else about what 
happens in the convents of their own dioceses; in the first 
place, because it is to the interest of the monks to keep their 
secrets, and, secondly, because the bishop has no jurisdiction 
over them. Should an imprudent monk or friar go to the 
bishop with any complaint, he would have cause ever after 
to’ repent of his rashness. If he should tell something in’ 
secret to some intimate devotee, he might be punished or 
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admonished; but if he told tales to a bishop he would never 
be forgiven by the authorities of his order. Add to this the 
fact that, where the monks are in full possession of their im- 
munity, their cemeteries are immune also, and they are not 
required to register their dead in any public office, and you 
will see how easy it is for mere men under such conditions 
to let loose their basest passions. That this might happen 
with great frequency must be admitted by any one with an 
impartial mind. In every state of life where there are good 
men there are bad ones also, and history teaches us to what 
heights the heroism of a fine spirit can mount, and to what 
depths a man dominated by vice can fall. In the convents 
both classes are found. While the virtues of the one are 
greatly exaggerated to the world, the vices of the other are 
carefully hidden. I do not need to relate particular cases to 
prove my assertion, | am appealing to common sense, but 
should any one dare to contradict me I have plenty of cases 
to refer to. I want simply to say this, that, while I have great 
doubts concerning the propriety or wisdom of making dis- 
closures of convent life, I have not the least doubt that the 
half of what really transpires there has not yet been told. 
We used to say, when preaching to friars, that one of the signs 
of the Divine purpose in the monastic life was God’s protec- 
tion in keeping the people blind to the corruption of the monas- 
teries. But, of course, when we take into account that one 
of the teachings most impressed upon us was that we should 
look with pity upon the fallen monk, but that there is no 
mercy for the one that commits scandal; and that by “scan- 
dal” is understood, not the crime, but the publicity of it, we 
may understand how easy it is to blind the people even with- 
out the Divine protection. Our master of novices used to say, 
“The one who commits a sin, taking all precautions that no 
one may see it, kills his own soul, but the one who reveals 
a sin of his brother kills his own soul and the soul of those 
with whom he speaks. The sinner might be saved by repen- 
tance, but the one who reveals the sin, even if he repents him- 
self, does not know how far his revelation has passed from 
mouth to mouth, nor how many spiritual homicides he has 
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committed; and he who causes one soul to be lost loses his 
own.” This, for a man of timorous conscience, is enough to 
make him keep his mouth shut concerning the faults of his 
companions, and will even induce him to use words of flattery 
for the weak brother when he speaks to secular ears, for fear 
that some of his actions might be misinterpreted. 1 remem- 
ber an old father who was addicted to strong drink, of whom 
we were taught to say to outsiders that he was so virtuous 
and modest as to sometimes feign intoxication, so as to pre- 
vent people from venerating him as a saint. 

Sometimes we hear it said, “But any honest man knows 
what is right, and there are many things that a truthful man 
will not admit.” It is as difficult to set a standard of honesty 
as to set a standard of conscience. In the Manual Serafico, 
written by Cardinal Vives for the Capuchins, in par. 120, page 
56, we read, “The subordinate must in all conscience submit 
to the dictates of his superior, to whom the popes have given 
authority to judge .. . the friars must take great care, 
then, not to condemn that which the superior ordains 
In traveling by train, they must go even with more caution 
and religious modesty than in their journeys on foot, because 
all the passengers have their eyes on them, and if they are 
not circumspect others might easily be shocked.” Again, par. 
127, page 61, it says, “Let all those who give lectures take 
care not to say a word in criticism or judgment which might 
diminish among the hearers the confidence and respect which 
they owe to their superiors, be they younger or older 
and by all means they must insist upon a horror at all gossip 
about, or complaint against, the dispositions of the superiors 
and the laws of the order.” Again, in par. 369, page 206, 

The subordinates must take great care not to put a 
wrong interpretation upon what their superiors do, because 
the superior may not give a reason for what he does to those 
whose office it is to obey. The friars ought to hate exceed- 
ingly those who criticize and give malevolent interpretations 
to what the superior does, says or commands.” 

With such teaching it is perfectly easy to understand that 
the standard of honesty of the good friar, and we might also 
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say the good Catholic, is faithfulness to the Church and abso- 
lute renunciation of his right to judge for himself, coupled 
with a perfect obedience to those who- have received from the 
pope especial permission to judge and to declare that black is 
white and white black. Even if all the priests in New 
York should have known about the crime of Schmidt, it would 
still have been concealed. No one loyal to the Church would 
denounce him to any secular authority, because of the scan- 
dal which would result. 

Any priest who would dare to do so would not only be 
excommunicated but would be held responsible for such a 
scandal and would be ruined for life. In case of the absence 
of any legal proof, even if the authorities of the Church were 
sure of the guilt, they would rather permit the criminal to 
enjoy his privileges as a priest in good standing in order to 
blind the people than to allow the accuser to escape without 
punishment. Yet, though it might happen that some secular 
priest would accuse another to the civil authorities, this would 
never occur in a convent. 

With this in view, the reader will understand how easily 
the civil authority may be deceived and how utterly impos- 
sible it is to prevent this evil by human law. 

(To be continued.) 


— 


Religious Freedom in Peru 


Constitution Amended to Guarantee Toleration of All Sects. 


Lima, Oct. 4.—Religious toleration for all sects is to be 
the rule in Peru in future. Hitherto the exercise of any other 
than the Roman Catholic religion has been prohibited by the 
Constitution. The Chamber of Deputies last night adopted 
by sixty-six votes against four an amendment to Article IV 
f the Constitution dealing with this subject, which had been 
ilready approved by the Senate. 

In spite of the Constitution, the Government has for some 
time permitted the building of Protestant churches and mis- 
ion schools in various parts of the country. 
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ROMAN POLITICAL DOMINATION 


BY PROF. W. RUSSELL COLLINS, D.D. 

While issuing vociferous protests against the intermin- 
gling of the affairs of the State and of the Church to throw 
dust into sleepy Protestant eyes, the Roman Church is relent- 
less and insistent in her efforts to intrude the offices of the 
Church into the institutions of the State. Rome is a liar 
always. Cardinal Gibbons publicly declares that the Church 
and State must be kept apart. But Cardinal Gibbons loses no 
opportunity, and invents opportunities, to intrude his pres- 
ence, as a prince of the papal State, upon our public State 
functions, and he inveigles our officers of State to grace, with 
their official presence, the functions of his Church, endeavor- 
ing to create custom that shall become so well established 
that eventually the Roman Church shall become a recognized 
factor in the conduct of the affairs of the American Govern- 
ment. Eventually the papal State will achieve its purpose, 
disavowed in one utterance and avowed in another, to con- 
trol and govern the United States of America. The avowal 
is that America is to be made Roman Catholic. That means, 
in Roman law, to be subject as a State to the pope as sover- 
eign ruler of the universe. The lying disavowal is that State 
and Church must be kept separate. The meaning of that is 
that the Church must have liberty to govern as she chooses, 
and that the State must not inspect any institution of the 
Church. The Church must be permitted to maintain monastic 
and conventual prisons where the inmates, men and women, 
may incarcerate themselves as willing dupes of a fraudulent 
institution, or where, having become prey to mental abduction, 
they may be held prisoners against their will, when they have 
awakened in a discovery of the fraud, and where, having been 
robbed of every possession, they may be enslaved and subject 
to any manner of abuse and cruelty. And the State, pledged 
to protect every citizen, may not inspect these prisons to dis- 
cover whether there be abuses, and whether our freemen by 
civic right are held as unwilling Roman bondmen. It means 
that the Church must be permitted to abduct: young children, 
boys and girls, and alienate their love and affection from their 
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parents through a system of lies and: false teaching, and en- 
tice them into these prisons aud keep them there, without 
the right of parents or of State to interfere. The State may 
punish ordinary kidnappers in heavy penalties. But the 
State must not inquire into nor interfere with the wholesale 
kidnapping of the Roman Church, however extensive and bar- 
barous it may be. It means that the State may have the 
right and privilege of committing unfortunate and wayward 
youth to the care of Roman institutions, boys to protectorates, 
and girls to Houses of the Good Shepherd (angels blush to 
see the name so blasphemed), and that the State may pay 
liberally for their care and keep, from the funds of Protestant 
tax-payers; but that the State must not inspect these insti- 
tutions to inquire whether such boys and girls are kindly and 
humanely treated, and whether they are receiving such whole- 
some mental and physical treatment as shall lead to the ac- 
complishment of the benevolent purpose of the State, in work- 
ing in them that reformation of character that shall lead 
them to good citizenship. It means that the Roman Church 
must be permitted to enslave such youthful wards com- 
mitted to her care, grinding out their lives in joyless, bitter 
toil in her money-coining laundries and other profitable indus- 
tries, and that the State must keep both eyes closed to all in- 
spection and both ears deaf to the bitter cries and tears of 
these poor children who, having been wronged in the first 
instance, in the denial to them of the right to proper home edu- 
cation and training, are again wronged in an unjust punish- 
ment and in the denial of the right to benevolent means of 
reformation. Could it be a wonder if such boys and girls, 
having escaped such imprisonment, in which-they frequently 
become depraved who were not depraved, or more depraved 
whose depravity was moderate, should come forth to curse 
both the diabolical so-called Church and the blind, negligent, 
unjust State, and should become godless, criminal anarchists? 
sut the State must not interfere when the Church is grind- 
ing money out of the souls of its unfortunate slaves. Keep 
Church and State apart when it comes to these things. But 
let the Roman Church have full possession of the stage and 
stand alone in the spotlight when it comes to our public func- 
tions of State. When the Cardinal knocks at the White 
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House door he must have prompt admission, as a prince of 
State. When a Protestant bishop comes on a mission in be- 
half of the nation’s wards he must be refused admission, 
because the Executive of the State is too busy to see him. 
Aye, verily, the Protestant Church and the State must be 
kept widely apart, not only by the rule of both the Protestant 
Church and of the State, but by the dictum of Rome. But 
the Roman Church must have predominance in all the affairs 
of State and the State must intrude no inspection of the affairs 
of the Church, however much the Church may be defrauding 
the State. 

This is the rule of the Roman Church. We cannot blame 
the Roman hierarchy for obeying its own rule, except as we 
blame it for being a wicked institution of satanic birth. 

But we must blame the State for treason when it allows 
the Roman hierarchy to usurp its rights and functions and to 
oppress its free citizens and its helpless wards, who have the 
inalienable right to its protection. 

And non-Romanists must awaken to the protection and 
the saving of the State. I say not here, Protestants. I say 
non-Romanists, because Protestants do not assume to govern 
the State. Our free American citizenship includes Jews and 
non-Protestants who are not Romanists. In the defense of 
the State these all, free American citizens, must unite in re- 
sistance of the only system of religion that attempts to gov- 
ern the State to her own profit, the Roman Catholic Church. 

The intrusion of the Roman papal government and the 
Roman religion into the affairs of the State, with the blind 
consent of the State, to the persistent, and in some instances 
almost bigoted, exclusion of rights and courtesies due to 
Protestants and other non-Romanists, is constantly demon- 
strated in the news that filters through the public press to the 
public mind. But these scraps of news tell only a small per- 
centage of the truth, for Rome, like all works of darkness, 
works in secret as far as she can. 

Elsewhere we publish press extracts on the exclusion of 
a Protestant bishop from the White House, on military 
masses and on other instances of State favors conferred upon 
Rome or seized by Rome, which are illustrative of the Ro- 
man domination in America at the present time. 
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THE PRESIDENT AND THE BISHOP OF 


ALASKA . 
(Protestant Episcopal) 


“Universally the obligation which rests upon the nation to 
protect the Indian and the Esquimaux is conceded, and the 
Government of the nation has tried with more or less of earn- 
estness and more or less of success to discharge this obliga- 
tion. At the present time large projects for the development 
of Alaska are under the consideration of the Government. It 
is our bounden duty so to frame them and to execute them 
that the Esquimaux and the Indian races shall suffer no wrong 
and shall be effectively guarded against the craft and subtlety 
of evil white men. No man living has a more intimate knowl- 
edge of the native inhabitants of that region, a more sincere 
concern for their welfare, or a wiser conception of what can 
be done for them, than the bishop of Alaska. Neither is he 
an unknown man. His achievements as missionary and trav- 
eler and his noble character have given him a place among 


the leading men of this country. He represents, not particu- 
larly himself, nor even the Board of Missions, but the Prote- 
stant Episcopal Church, and more than that, the cause of 
religion, the Kingdom of God. Recently the bishop of Alaska 
sought opportunity to lay before the President of the United 
States the needs of the natives for his consideration in connec- 


tion with the measures which are under advisement. He 
waited in Washington ten days for that purpose,- The inter- 
view was refused upon the ground that the President had no 
time to see him. During the same period the President found 
time to receive a distinguished prelate of another communion. 
For personal rebuff or discourtesy to her bishops this Church 
makes no complaint. It is enough that the servant be as his 
Lord. At the same time the whole Church is disparaged in 
the person of her bishop. This also the Church would accept 
without remonstrance if the bishop’s errand had been selfish 
or political. But in a Christian land God’s servants, going on 
an errand of mercy of high import to the nation and to its 
dependents, are entitled to be heard by the nation’s rulers, for 


the honor of Him whom they serve.”—The Churchman ( Protes- 
tant Episcopal.) 
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Military Masses 

lf the efforts of Congressman Donohoe are successful, 
Catholics of this city will witness the magnificent spectacle 
of a military mass at the League Island Navy Yard on Memo- 
rial Day. Congressman Logue has interested the Secretary 
of the Navy in the plan, and doubtless it will receive his ap- 
probation, as the mass is already an annual feature at the 
Brooklyn Navy Yard celebration. The Army and Navy Union 
of this city has taken the initiative in the matter, and, pending 
the decision of Secretary Daniels, plans are being discussed 
to make the event one of the most inspiring ever held in this 
city —The Philadelphia Public Ledger, March 28, 1914. 


**Righteousness Exalteth a Nation’’—/ehovah 
Forever shine, O sacred stars, 
Float on blue field and rainbow bars, 
Where freedom’s purest breezes blow 
Old Glory, grandest flag below. 
Wave o’er the schools our fathers gave, 
Their Bible and each hero’s grave, 
The truth divine that made us free; 
May all the nations learn through thee. 
—The Rev. Almiron Smith. 


CHRIST’S MISSION CONTRIBUTIONS 


The following contributions were received for the work of 


Christ’s Mission from February 27, 1914, to and including 


March 31, 1914. Kindly inform us if any names are omitted 
that should be included in this list: 

J. K., $8.50; J. D. M., Soc.; G. W. McG., $3.50; H. A. C., 
$21.50; R. F. K.. $te0; ELF. f.. 00; 5. Loe. $06.3. SS. 
$1.00; W. M. S., $1.50; J. G., $17.35; W. C., $8.50; G. J. S., 
e6e.: i. L. 33. Se 

Corrections: In our January acknowledgments, “Miss M. C. 
T., 5oc.,” should have read “$50.” In our March acknowledg- 
ments, “G. W. H., 25c.,” should have read “75c.” 

These printer’s errors are the first corrections we have had 
to make since coming into the work more than two years ago. 
But we regret and apologize for them. 





